n6            THE ARIAN CONTROVERSY.
of glory in the Bast. His own part of the campaigr was a splendid success. But when he had fouglit Julian's cam- n^s waJ tnl>ongh the desert to the Tigris, 0^fr?snt?junaene ^oked in vain for succours from the 26,363). north. The Christians of Armenia would not fight for the apostate Emperor. Julian was obliged to retreat on Nisibis through a wasted country, and with the Persian cavalry hovering round. The campaign would have been at best a brilliant failure, but it was only converted into absolute disaster by the chance arrow (June 26, 363) which cut short his busy life. After all, he was only in his thirty-second year.
Christian charity will not delight in counting up the outbreaks of petty spite and childish vanity which Julian's disfigure a noble character of purity and character. self-devotion. Still less need we presume to speculate what Julian would have done if he had returned in triumph from the Persian war. His bitterness might have hardened into a renegade's malice, or it might have melted at our Master's touch.. But apart from what he might have done, there is matter for the gravest blame in what he did. The scorner must not pass unchallenged to the banquet of the just. Yet when all is said against him, the clear fact remains that Julian lived a hero's life. Often as he was blinded by his impatience or hurried into injustice by his heathen prejudice, we cannot mistake a spirit of self-sacrifice and earnest piety as strange to worldling bishops as to the pleasure-loving heathen populace. Mysterioos and full of tragic pathos is the irony of God in history, which allowed one of the very